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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of tine following informalities: Claim 4 
recites "provision" (see claim 4 on page 29, line 5). This limitation is nowhere recited in 
the specification. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement tliereof, may obtain a patent tlierefor, subject to tlie 
conditions and requirements of tliis title. 

3. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 26 is directed to a program, perse. The 
body of the claim is directed to the logic steps of the program itself, although, the claim 
recites memory, no actual structure of the memory is being recited. Furthermore, no 
actual implementation of the machine/computer is recited into the claim and no actual 
execution of the program has been implemented. The claim is basically reciting what 
program steps a program can do. Therefore, it is treated as a program alone. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person sliall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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5. Claims 1-4, 6, 9-12, 14, 17-19, 22 and 26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Ayres et a! (U.S. Pat Pub 2003/0078986 A1), hereinafter referred 
to as Ayres. 

Re claims 1.9. 17 and 26 : Ayres teaches a device-to-device authentication 
system for authenticating whether or not devices on a network are connected within a 
certain range (lf30, lines 1-2; 1f75), characterized in that: each of said devices (Fig 1, 
elts 12, 14, 16; Multimedia Distribution Kiosks/MDKs; Fig 2, elt 110) interconnected via 
said network (1|22, lines 1-4; 1|83) has a mediating device interface (1|5: for example, a 
Bluetooth; Fig 2, elt 112) for physically accessing a mediating device (Fig 1 , elts 52, 54, 
56, 58; see also 112: for example, a PDA and ^25, lines 1-3; col 2 of 11103, lines 1-4) 
such that said mediating device removable (Fig 1, elts 52, 54, 56, 58; 1|2), and local 
environment management means for authenticating that another device (Fig 1 , elts 12, 
14, 16) physically accessing said same mediating device (Fig 1, elts 52, 54, 56, 58; see 
also 1|2: for example, a PDA) within a predetermined period of time (1|20, lines 15-16; 
1(95, lines 14-16) is located in a local environment where contents are available (1130, 
lines 1; particularly elt 114; 1|75); wherein use of said contents is allowed between said 
devices in said local environment (1|31 ; 1|34; 1|45; 1|50; 1|63; 1|77). 

Re claims 2. 10 and 19 : Ayres teaches one of said devices is a home server for 
legitimately acquiring said contents (1f33, lines 1-2; Ayres treats the MDKs as 
"client/server" devices; Fig 2, elt 140), whereas the other device is a client for making a 
request for said contents to said home server for use (1|37; 1|50); wherein, in response 
to confirmation of presence of both said devices on said same home network by said 
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local environment management means (Fig 2, elts 100, 110, 130 & 140), said home 
server provides said contents and/or issues a license for said contents to said client 
(1|37; 1|92: teaches billing by various means). 

Re claims 3 and 1 1 : Ayres teaches two or more home servers are able to be 
installed on said home network (Fig 1, elts 28 & 30); wherein each said home server 
provides said contents and/or issues a license for said contents to said client that is 
confirmed to be present on said same home network (1|28, 1|37, 1|45). 

Re claims 4 and 12 : Ayres teaches said client is able to be received provision of 
said contents and/or issuance of said license from two or more said home servers on 
said same home network (Fig 1 , elts 28 & 30; 1|28, 1|37, 1|45). 

Re claims 6. 14 and 22 : Ayres teaches said mediating device is capable of 
retaining predetermined identification information (1|30, lines 14-16: device ID); and said 
local environment management means authenticates that each of said devices is in said 
local environment based on a fact that each of said devices physically accessing said 
mediating device reads the same identification information from said mediating device 
(1|30, lines 14-16; 1|45) and/or that time at which each of said devices reads the 
identification information is within a predetermined period of time (1|20, lines 15-16; 1|95, 
lines 14-16). 

Re claim 19 : Ayres teaches said communication apparatus operates as a client 
for making a request for said contents to a home server for use on said network(1|37; 
1|50); said content-using means receives provision of said contents and/or issuance of a 
license for said contents only from a home server confirmed to be present on said same 
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local environment by said local environment management means (Fig 1, elts 28 & 30; 
1128, 1137, 1145). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 5, 7, 8, 1 3, 1 5, 1 6, 20, 21 , 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ayres et al (U.S. Pat Pub 2003/0078986 A1 ), hereinafter 
referred to as Ayres, in view of Morita et al (U.S. Pat Pub 2002/0073070 A1 ), hereinafter 
referred to as Morita. 

Re claims 5. 13 and 21 : Ayres teaches said client is able to use said contents 
acquired from a plurality of home servers on said same home network (1|25-1|28 and 
1194), 

However, Ayres is silent when upon connection to a home server on an other 
home network, said client is not able to use said contents acquired from said home 
servers on said home networks other than said other home network 

Morita teaches upon connection to a home server on an other home network, 
said client is not able to use said contents acquired from said home servers on said 
home networks other than said other home network (Fig 5 and Fig 6; 1|1 17; 1|122; see 
also fig 10, elts S1 1, SI 3 & SI 5). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the Ayres reference to disallow usage of content 
moved out of contact with the original network and placed in range of a different 
network, as taught by Morita, for the purpose of providing digital content protection and 
prevent the illegal copying and/or distribution of content. 

Re claims 7 and 15 : Ayres teaches said mediating device has a memory for 
retaining confidential information in a secure manner (1|2: note that one skilled in the art 
would concur that PDAs can store confidential info in a secure manner); one of said 
devices physically accessing said mediating device is capable of generating said 
confidential information (Fig 2, elt 194: 1|56); within a predetermined period of time (1120, 
lines 15-16; 1195, lines 14-16) 

However, Ayres is silent with regard to said local environment management 
means authenticates that each of said devices is located in said local environment 
based on a fact that said confidential information generated from said one of said 
devices is able to be acquired by another device via said mediating device. 

Morita teaches said local environment management means authenticates that 
each of said devices is located in said local environment based on a fact that said 
confidential information generated from said one of said devices is able to be acquired 
by another device via said mediating device (Morita: Fig 4, HI 06-1 08) within a 
predetermined period of time (Ayres: 1|20, lines 15-16; 1|95, lines 14-16). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the Ayres reference to have the portable device 
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store confidential information generated from one of said "hub" devices, as taught by 
Morita, for the purpose of preventing the illegal transmittal and/or copying of content 
from one "deviceTportable device" to another "deviceTportable device." 

Re claims 8 and 16 : The combination of Ayres and Morita teaches said device 
generated said confidential information erases said confidential information after elapse 
of a predetermined period of time (Morita: 1|28; 1|33; 1|34); and said local environment 
management means authenticates that a device, which is capable of sharing said 
confidential information prior to loss of said confidential information in said device 
generated said confidential information, is located in said local environment (Morita: 
1128; 1133; 1134). Morita teaches that once content is moved, it is immediately deleted off 
the device. 

Re claim 20 : Ayres teaches two or more home servers are able to be installed 
under said local environment (Fig 1, elts 28 & 30); said content-using means receives 
provision of said contents and/or issuance of a license for said contents from said two or 
more home servers confirmed to be present on said same local environment by said 
local environment management means (Fig 1 , elts 28 & 30; 1128, 1137, 1145). 
characterized in that: said content-using means is able to use said contents acquired 
from a plurality of home servers under said same local environment (1131 ; p4; 1145; 1150; 
1163; 1177). 

However, Ayres is silent to connection to a home server on an other home 
network, said client is not able to use said contents acquired from said home servers 
under said local environment other than said other home network. 
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Morita teaches the connection to a home server on an other home network, said 
client is not able to use said contents acquired from said home servers under said local 
environment other than said other home network (Fig 5 and Fig 6; 1|1 17; 1|122; see also 
fig 10, eltsS11,S13&S15). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the Ayres reference to disallow usage of content 
moved out of contact with the original network and placed in range of a different 
network, as taught by Morita, for the purpose of providing digital content protection and 
prevent the illegal copying and/or distribution of content. 

Re claim 23 : Ayres teaches said mediating device has a memory for retaining 
confidential information in a secure manner (1|2: note that one skilled in the art would 
concur that PDAs can store confidential info in a secure manner); said communication 
apparatus further has a confidential information generation apparatus for generating 
said confidential information (Fig 2, elt 194: 1|56); said mediating device interface writes 
said confidential information to said memory of said mediating device in response to 
physical access from said mediating device (1|30); 

However, Ayres is silent as to said local environment management means 
authenticates that another devices is located in said local environment of said local 
environment management means based on a fact that said confidential information 
generated from said local environment management means is able to be acquired by 
said another device via said mediating device within a predetermined period of time. 
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Morita teaches said local environment management means authenticates that 
another devices is located in said local environment of said local environment 
management means based on a fact that said confidential information generated from 
said local environment management means is able to be acquired by said another 
device via said mediating device (Morita: Fig 4, 1(106-108) within a predetermined 
period of time (Ayres: 1|20, lines 15-16; 1|95, lines 14-16). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the Ayres reference to have the portable device 
store confidential information generated from one of said "hub" devices, as taught by 
Morita, for the purpose of preventing the illegal transmittal and/or copying of content 
from one "device'V'portable device" to another "deviceTportable device." 

Re claim 24 : The combination of Ayres and Morita teaches said mediating device 
has a memory for retaining confidential information In a secure manner (Ayres: 1|2, note 
that one skilled in the art would concur that PDAs can store confidential info in a secure 
manner; Morita: 1|31); said mediating device interface takes out said confidential 
information from said memory of said mediating device in response to physical access 
from said mediating device (Morita: 1[33-1f34); and said local environment management 
means authenticates that a device, which reads same confidential information from said 
mediating device and/or reads said confidential information within a predetermined 
period of time(Ayres: 1|20, lines 15-16; 1|95, lines 14-16; Morita: 1|28; 1|33; 1|34), is 
located in said local environment of said local environment management means (Morita: 
1128; 1133; 1134). 
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Re claim 25 : The combination of Ayres and Morita teaches said confidential 
information is lost after elapse of a predetermined period of time from generation 
(Morita: 1|28; 1|33; 1|34); and said local environment management means authenticates 
that a device, which is capable of sharing said confidential information prior to loss of 
said confidential information, is located in said local environment (Morita: 1|28; 1|33; 
1|34). Morita teaches that once content is moved, it is immediately deleted off the 
device. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Pat Pub 2001/0037452 A1 
U.S. Pat 6697944 B1 

U.S. Pat 7096504 B1 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Darren B. Schwartz whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3850. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 AM to 5:00 
PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Taghi Arani can be reached on 571-272-3787. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



DS 

/Taghi T. Arani/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4193 
4/24/2008 



